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Evidence Vault 
Directions: Read each excerpt. Use context clues and evidence 
words to infer the meaning of the bolded word. Answer all parts. 

For each item: 
• Write a one-sentence definition of the bolded word. 
• Copy two context clues from the excerpt that support your definition. 
• Name the clue type for each clue: definition, contrast, example, cause-

effect, tone, or word parts. 
 

1. The committee praised the proposal's ambition, but warned that its timeline 
was untenable given the staffing limits and the legal review required before 
implementation. Several members suggested phasing the rollout in smaller 
pilots rather than launching district-wide at once. 

2. In the novel, the narrator's account feels precise until the final chapter, where 
contradictions accumulate and small details quietly shift. The result is an 
equivocal confession that leaves the reader uncertain whether the speaker is 
protecting someone else or protecting their own image. 

3. The lab report noted that the initial results were promising; however, the sample 
size was narrow and the control conditions were inconsistent across trials. 
Without replication, the findings remain provisional, intended to guide the next 
round of testing rather than to settle the question. 

4. During the debate, the candidate projected confidence, but their answers 
relied on vague slogans and avoided the policy specifics the moderator 
requested. Several viewers described the performance as glib, polished on the 
surface yet thin in substance. 

5. The essay begins by condemning censorship, then immediately argues that 
certain books should be removed to preserve public morality. This tension is not 
a mistake. It is the writer's deliberate use of irony to expose how easily people 
endorse restrictions when they feel personally threatened. 

6. Although the organization claimed to be transparent, the budget documents 
were released with key sections blacked out, and meeting notes referenced 
"off-record agreements" without explanation. Critics called the process 
opaque, arguing that the public could not verify how decisions were made. 


