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TEAM A

TEAMB

The team will
have 4
minutes to
conduct the
“pro” opening
statements

The team will
have 4
minutes to
conduct the
“con” opening
statements

Ist speaker
has 2 minutes
[o present
arguments
and start
rebuttal

Ist speaker
has 2 minutes
[o present
arguments
and start
rebuttal

2nd speaker
has 2 minutes
for rebuttal
and to
introduce new
points

2nd speaker
has 2 minutes
for rebuttal
and to
introduce new
points

3rd speaker

has 2 minutes

for rebuttal
and to

summarize the

arguments

3rd speaker

has 2 minutes

for rebuttal
and to

summarize the

arguments
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A. Content of the arguments to support the debate position
[ point range 0-5 per element]

1.Clear structure (beginning to end)
2.The goal of argument - clarity and explanation
%.Clear conclusion
4.The originality of ideas/concepts used
5.Effectiveness of argumentation style
6.Use of hard law
7.Use of relevant case law (reliability)
8.Relevancy of the examples
9.Logos (reasons, origins, context)
10. Pathos (emotions of the audience)
11. Ethos (elaboration on the concepts and values)
12.Reactivity (using opponent’s arguments in own favour)

B. Presentation of the position
[point range 0-6 per element]
1. Language
2.Modulation
5. Effective use of Body Language / gestures
4.Persuasiveness
5.Effort of preparation (as perceived during the match)

Overall impression of the team's performance P 3 -} b= T
|point range 0-10] & | oA -

Extra (possible point deductions)
1. Going over speaking time [up to -2.5]
2.No courtesy shown to the opposing team and/or jury [up to -2.5]
3.Misunderstanding of the topic [up to -2.5 if minor, up to to -5 if
major |
4.Reading (on screen/device/material) {up to -5]
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Grading Criteria - Part 1

A. Content of the arguments to support the debate position
| point range 0-5 per element]

1. Clear structure (beginning to end)
2.The goal of argument - clarity and explanation
3.Clear conclusion
4.The originality of ideas/concepts used
5.Effectiveness of the argumentation style
6.Use of hard law
7.Use of relevant case law (reliability)
8.Relevancy of the examples
9.Logos (reasons, origins, context)

10.Pathos (emotions of the audience)

11.Ethos (elaberation on the concepts and values)

el 12.Reactivity (using opponent's arguments in ow__n.__favour}_.- Mo e b

ity ]
£ s B F X
B . L e _
: - s’ § a wiw
[ Py | < R -

]

— st v i~ oy
5 N 3 2 ] i i




O Grading Criteria - Part 2

B. Presentation of the position
[point range 0-6 per element]
1.Language
2.Modulation
3.Body Language
4.Persuasiveness
5.The perceived effort of preparation

Overall impression of the team's performance
| point range 0-10]

Point deductions
1. Going overspeaking time [-2.5]
"""" -2:No courtesy ShOWIl to the opposmg team andg or jury [-2
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The Hague Inter-University Law
Debate Tournament

RULES
&

Overview of the match grading criteria
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[Thiz decument iz for the sole use of the THIALDT 2021 judge:.]

Judge’s Handbook

The Hague Inter-University
Law Debate Tournament

2023
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REGULATION

2023

The Hague Inter-University
Law Debate Tournament
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A Coneivt of (e GESuness Lo support the detate positios
[poiat Faege (-5 per ¢leme st

1.0l strsctine (heginniag o o)
& Ther goal o argumsent - clarity and oplasatbon
5. Chiar cone s
4 T orkginality of ideas concepts wid
& Effectiveness of argumentation soyle
B Ui ol Bared law
7 Usi: off pedevand ease law (reliabelicy)
8. Redevaney of ths examples
1§ Lingers {Foasoi, oRgins comlext)
. Pathos (enotioes of the ST}
1. Ethos (elalborarion an the concepis asd values)
12 Reactivity {using cpponent’s arguments in own Gvour)

B Presenbation of the position
[ poiet raegge (-8 per ¢lemsat]
1. Language
2 S bari o
% Effective uee of Body Language £ gesiars
4. P rsisas ivin s
. Effoet af preparation (as perosvad during the matceh)

O erall inpression of Uie team's perlsrma e
[ pecsinet Fam e £3- 141

Extra ipossibile poimt dedwctbmns)
1. Gokng over speaking cise [upte-25]

2 Mo eviartesy sk to the opposing biam anedfor jury [upie-25)
5 Misuesde rstan ding of the tipie [upte -5 5 mieor, wp e bo -5 6

mnajir]
4. Reading [on sereen/devios material) jup o -5]

Every team will receive

grding sheet
alter the matcle

Meabsers of the jury may
seicle b inclode
commentary & feedback
relevant (o each team's
perlormance during the
makcl.

The fesdback nay incude
tigs for fubere match
preparations, sdvice on wlst

tiw avasie] durinee thee match amd

presentation or speclic
Telback for memlsees af the
feamn

Thee lewel s excent of the
leedlmck depends an each
juclze.

Ezch lemun can neceive
ML 500 poinls per
match prior to te Final

o (e max v paints per
junkze)L

*FOR TRAINING PURPMOSES ONLY

Thix dociemiend outlites the grading, eviterio Bl gl afgly i bhe el oz

The et el groding sfveed shal! be mace e fo fie memlers of e jury amd Her
it ether in b5 ot formn or i dbefiocaced form fo the feamer sl He fecedlaack

i by Iﬁ.l‘.ﬁh‘r: af e fery.
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Discover

The Hague Inter-University Law Debate Tournament

&

Concours Inter-Universitaire de Debat de La Haye
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Website

S]:GY up tO d(]]:e WWW.CORAXFOUNDATION.COM

LinkedIn

HTTPS://WWW LINKEDIN.COM/COMPANY
/CORAX-FOUNDATION/

Dl
Facebook e " =]

CORAX FOUNDATION | FACEBOOK
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https://www.facebook.com/CoraxFoundation

