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QUESTIONS ASKED REVIEW OF REPORT REVIEW OF OPPOSITION DISCUSSION ANALYSIS MISSED POINTS § ANSWERS TO JURY
SEAEN i I i | discussion rect
0 ——too few, mostly irrelevant report evaluation pros & cons  [prioritisation] speech R lprioritisati u correctown § POINTED OUT QUESTIONS
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— relevant, meant to dlarify unclearpoints flg  ————————+—————— o ! il S e e irrelevant | 0~ concise and correct or
1 " suitably allotted to Rep & Op - post/arens irclese no _|" - _ poor/wrong irrelevant no [0 almostno | toofew - " o questions asked
i P, - . L — i i —_ 2
—A most time used 1: e g s i 5;;_"-_9 ————— i ME?’P@“V’.?WETH_FWQ 2 BET Ty e SRRy .3 _ Someincorect,
e Ll 2 - good mostly adequate | reasonable _'_informative, apt | mostly adequate reasonaﬁ o leventparts | smany - i —  inconclusive or too long
3~ + short, apt and clear, well prioritized, ke Pt e e e R siairale fully 17 relevant, el
time managed efficently s detailed, fully condensed & fully 2— P e —  deeply incorrect or show
4 complex adequate good accurate adequate nes conkabie adeguate i app deep misconceptions
NOTES:

Ta AmE

I¥PT — March 2019




. QEL Eber, Alexander

SCORESHEET sign
REPORTER Start from 1 and add/subtract E‘EE : ol et T D e
{ 4‘ 92 Oc ,_7_ ﬁ#ﬂ-’ Stage: 1 Fight 2 E, Problem:
1]+[ - ]+[ . ]-[ ]=[ ] h - Ty :
! E}ﬂf Belarus: “.Lu'ﬂ Sl-slrpamw Wien: Sng mnomLChq Slovak YPT: HéhVIGI" Heqﬁc{US
REPORT : DISCUSSION WITH OPPONENT ANSWERS TO JURY,
phenomenon thzunr el | levant | comparison beh i fulfil isdenoe reporter’s OPPOI and
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— relevant, meant to clarify unclear points §p - uncarence T T o e __eva Ll S -1 7 irrelevant 0 -}Q- concise and correct or
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