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DEBATE MARKSHEET


	STUDENT NAME
	



Your debate submission will be scored in accordance with the following six criteria which relates to the relevant structure and delivery requirements. 

The Debate Marksheet will be scored out of 100. 

[bookmark: _Hlk98285428]
[bookmark: _Hlk98257324]1 - INTRODUCTION AND OPENING 
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: Says their name, what the topic is, the side they are debating for, and outline of submission points.

Judge Notes:

	
	

	Excellent introduction that is clear and demonstrates a strong commitment, the introduction to their submissions demonstrates a clear and logical format
	Excellent
(10 – 12.5)
	

	Opening of the argument is generally good and shows some observance of professionalism and attempts to give a cohesive introduction.
	Good 
(7.5 - 10)
	

	The introduction is satisfactory and gives some indication of what their submissions are going to be about and what will be presented.
	Satisfactory
(5 – 7.5)
	

	There is no/inadequate introduction given, no observance of adequate professional attributes and generally a very poor and weak attempt to give any rationale for their submissions/argument.
	Not yet competent
(0 - 5)
	



2 - CONTENT 
	
	SCORE

	Criterion:  Gives clear arguments and supports what they say with evidence. Included in this section is how good their rebuttals are, and their answers to questions.  Up to 15 points can be given for rebuttals and answers to questions. 5 for rebuttals and 10 for questions. 

Content = 30          Question = 10           Rebuttals = 5

Judge Notes:


	



	Demonstrates excellent submissions and the ability to provide the relevant evidence when needed. Also gives excellent rebuttals and answers questions to a very good standard
	Excellent
(38 – 45)
	

	Demonstrates very good submissions and the ability to provide the relevant evidence when needed. Also gives very good rebuttals and answers questions to a good standard
	Very good
(30 - 38)
	

	Demonstrates good submissions and the ability to provide some evidence when needed. Also gives good rebuttals and answers questions 
	Good
(20 - 30)
	

	Demonstrates satisfactory submissions and the ability to provide some evidence when needed. However, it is likely that they didn’t provide good rebuttals or answer questions properly
	Satisfactory
(10 - 20)
	

	Fails to demonstrate satisfactory submissions or the ability to provide evidence when needed. It is likely that they didn’t provide good rebuttals or answer questions properly
	Not yet competent(<10) 
	



3 CONCLUSION AND CLOSING
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: Gives their conclusion in a succinct manner and re-emphasises their submission points.

Judge Notes:


	
	

	Excellent conclusion that is clear and demonstrates a strong commitment, the conclusion to their submissions demonstrates a clear and logical format
	Excellent
(10 – 12.5)
	

	Closing of their argument is generally good and shows some observance of professionalism and attempts to give a cohesive conclusion.
	Good 
(7.5 - 10)
	

	The conclusion is satisfactory and gives some indication of what their submissions were about and what was presented.
	Satisfactory
(5 – 7.5)
	

	There is no/inadequate conclusion given, no observance of adequate professional attributes and generally a very poor and weak attempt to give any rationale for their submissions/argument.
	Not yet competent
(0 - 5)
	



4 DELIVERY AND USE OF LANGUAGE
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: Debater showcases genuine passion and interest in the motion, retains control of their body language, is engaging with their voice projection, tone and pace of speech. Debater furthermore uses correct and appropriate language to strategically emphasise their arguments.

Judge Notes:


	
	

	Excellent use of correct language suggesting a highly effective engagement on the topic with the judges. Pace and tone of delivery is excellent with generally little disruption in the flow of the presentation.  Professional and appropriate use of legal language necessary to connect with the judge.  The debater mostly connects with the judge throughout the entire submission.
	Excellent
(20 - 25)
	

	Very good use of correct language suggesting an effective engagement on the topic with the judges. Pace and tone of delivery is also effective with only some disruption in the flow of the debate submission.  Attempt to use professional and appropriate legal language in order to connect with the judges.  The debater tries to connect with the audience throughout the entire presentation.
	Very good (15 - 20)
	

	Good/Satisfactory use of appropriate language in order to engage with the judges on the chosen topic. Some issues with pace and tone of delivery with several noticeable disruptions in the flow of the debate submission.  Some evidence of using legal language in a professional and competent way when trying to connect with the judges.  The debater tries to connect with the judges throughout the debate submission, but there are issues.  
	Good/Satisfactory
(10 - 15)
	

	The debate submission has been delivered inadequately, this could include the use of language, meaning that the debate submission cannot be understood.
	Not yet competent(<10)
	





5. BONUS POINTS
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: The debater goes above and beyond their debate submission, and creatively plans and adapts to any challenges posed to their submission on the day of the debate, whether it is the line of questioning delivered by the judges, keeping within time, or the rebuttal to their argument. 

Judge Notes:

	
	

	The debater excellently remains within time on their submission points, their rebuttals, and their questioning. 
	(1)
	

	The debater creatively answers the question delivered by the judge in a coherent and creative manner, by avoiding traps delivered in the questions. 
	(2)
	

	The debater highlights fallacies in their opponent’s arguments during rebuttal and formulates a rebuttal that destabilises their debate submission.
	(2)
	



6. LOGICAL FALLACY
	
	SCORE

	Criterion: The debater does not use appropriate methods of persuasion by referring to logical fallacies. The debater uses logical fallacies within their rebuttals, and their responses to the judge. 

The debater will lose up to –5 points if they use logical fallacies. 

Judge Notes:


	
	


	

OVERALL DEBATE MARK 

	CATEGORY
	MAX PTS.
	SCORE

	1. INTRO & OPENING
	12.5
	

	2. CONTENT 
	45
	

	3. CONCLUSION AND CLOSING
	12.5
	

	4. DELIVERY & LANGUAGE 
	25
	

	5. BONUS POINTS
	5
	

	6. LOGICAL FALLACIES 
	-5
	

	FINAL TOTAL
	100
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